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~ The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address- 

All claims being allowable, PROSECUTION ON THE MERITS IS (OR REMAINS) CLOSED in this application. If not included 
herewith (or previously mailed), a Notice of Allowance (PTOL-85) or other appropriate communication will be mailed in due course. THIS 
NOTICE OF ALLOWABILITY IS NOT A GRANT OF PATENT RIGHTS. This application is subject to withdrawal from issue at the initiative 
of the Office or upon petition by the applicant. See 37 CFR 1.313 and MPEP 1308. 

1 . |EI This communication is responsive to the Amendment filed on December 22, 2009. 

2. The allowed claim(s) is/are 1-42 . 

3. □ Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119(a)-(d) or (f). 

a) □ All b)DSome* c) □ None of the: 

1. □ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2. □ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 

3. □ Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this national stage application from the 

International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* Certified copies not received: . 

Applicant has THREE MONTHS FROM THE "MAILING DATE" of this communication to file a reply complying with the requirements 
noted below. Failure to timely comply will result in ABANDONMENT of this application. 
THIS THREE-MONTH PERIOD IS NOT EXTENDABLE. 

4. □ A SUBSTITUTE OATH OR DECLARATION must be submitted. Note the attached EXAMINER'S AMENDMENT or NOTICE OF 

INFORMAL PATENT APPLICATION (PTO-152) which gives reason(s) why the oath or declaration is deficient. 
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(a) □ including changes required by the Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review ( PTO-948) attached 
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(b) □ including changes required by the attached Examiner's Amendment / Comment or in the Office action of 

Paper No./Mail Date . 

Identifying indicia such as the application number (see 37 CFR 1. 84(c)) should be written on the drawings in the front (not the back) of 
each sheet. Replacement sheet(s) should be labeled as such in the header according to 37 CFR 1.121(d). 
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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This Office Action is the answer to the Amendment filed on December 22, 2009, 
which paper has been placed of record in the file. 

2. Claims 1-42 are pending in this application. 

Allowable Subject Matter/Reasons for Allowance 

3. Claims 1, 30, 38, 40, and 42 are allowed over the prior arts cited records. 
The closest prior arts are: 

1) Kennedy (US 6,055,519) discloses negotiation process which is operated 
by the users themselves. Kennedy provides the user with information which could be 
helpful for planning and tracking the negotiation but does not relate to the user's 
intentions, objectives and desires or generate requests itself. The data processor in 
Kennedy does not generate intentions. The requests or promises are generated by the 
users and Kennedy's system merely receives and passes on the already generated 
request. Furthermore, the data processor in Kennedy could not generate an intention 
according to a reference to a value since Kennedy's system is not aware of the desires 
and objectives of the seller or buyer but rather relates to the specific request only. As 
described for example in col. 9, lines 45-56, Kennedy's system merely adds a 
bureaucratic flag to a request indicating if an agreement was reached or not. This is as 
far as Kennedy goes with respect to relating to the contents of the requests. There is no 
hint in Kennedy for referring to the intentions of the users which formalize their 
objectives and generating a request accordingly. Likewise stages e) and f) define 
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method steps of comparing the two intentions and determining the relationship if they 
coincide - that is, there is a deal that is consistent with the specifications of all parties. 
Thus Kennedy fails to teach that the intentions are generated at the user modules and a 
central server that forms a common intention from the generated user intentions. In 
Kennedy, the seller system is equivalent to a central server because the negotiation is 
stated to be without an intermediary, so that while the seller system in Kennedy 
comprises of a negotiation engine, it is aware only of the intentions of the seller and 
does not have any knowledge of the buyer's intentions, except for the explicit and fully 
formed requests received from the buyer. Accordingly, the seller system in Kennedy 
cannot generate a common user intention by merging of said respective user party 
intentions. Thus neither the seller client nor the buyer client in Kennedy ever forms the 
unified intent from generated intentions of the party. Irrespective of whether there is 
an intermediary, Kennedy fails to teach anyone providing a unified intention from 
the generated party intentions. Moreover, Kennedy merely receives intentions from the 
users. Kennedy does not teach a device which adds components to the intention. On 
the contrary, in Kennedy there are only the original components, and all these are 
added by the users. Features can be changed, as Monday is changed to Wednesday, 
but there is no adding of features when intentions are not matched. Thus Monday 
cannot be changed to Monday and Tuesday, and indeed this would clearly make no 
sense. Kennedy's system receives the altered request and does not generate an 
additional component since in Kennedy the system is aware of the explicit request as 
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issued only and does not have any knowledge of the user's intentions which are not 
define in the initial (explicit) request. 

Furthermore, Kennedy does not mention the concept of normalization. 
Lack of normalization is significant. Without such normalization he cannot minimize 
quantities that are not measured in the same units, such as combinations of 
dates and locations. He cannot even minimize just locations by themselves as 
locations are non-numeric. That is to say not only does he not teach minimization, 
without normalization he cannot perform minimization. Thus Kennedy does not teach 
normalization and minimization. Moreover, Kennedy at no point relates to multiple levels 
of decision making, At the most he allows one to queue a first request while dealing with 
a second request. There is no indication in the passages quoted of a hierarchy of 
requests or considerations. Kennedy does not relate to creating a minimizing goal for a 
level within a goal program. Kennedy is concerned with managing the negotiating 
process and does not take part in the actual negotiation process itself and especially 
not in forming offers and counter offers. Accordingly, Kennedy does not create a 
minimizing goal. Kennedy teaches "Promising policy" specifies the constraints on 
offering a Promise for the corresponding Request. The following describes the available 
promising policies:" Thus, Kennedy indeed has constraints. The constraints of Kennedy 
can be chosen as one of a given group of constraints. However the present claim 
defines that constraints are provided at different levels in a goal program, and at each 
level the different constraints are minimized. In addition, Kennedy does not teach 
combining normalized constraints for creating a minimized goal for a level. This is 
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because the constraints are not organized in levels, and furthermore the constraints are 
not numerical and the non-numerical constraints of Kennedy thus cannot be minimized. 

2) Ferstenberg (US 6,968,318) discloses a central exchange, such as NASDAQ, 
where participants exchange commodities via an electronic intermediary. In 
Ferstenberg, a direct relationship allowing complex interaction, whether a relationship of 
trading or of negotiation, between individual participants, is not set up, but rather the 
electronic intermediary obtains a quantity of items from a totality of sellers and attempts 
to allocate the commodities amongst a totality of buyers while meeting various market 
targets. See column 37 lines 6-10 where e-agent offers are counted by intermediary 
counter offers. In contrast, the present invention concerns negotiations between two 
parties where the parties positions are expressed via intentions, and do not necessarily 
involve commodities. In the present claims, it is user parties and not an intermediary 
who take part in negotiation steps, and that direct negotiations are carried out between 
user parties to arrive at a common user intention, which is made up of the unification of 
two or more individual user intentions. A common user intention is not taught in 
Ferstenberg. 

Therefore, it is clear from the description of Kennedy's and Ferstenberg's 
inventions that the prior arts do not considered the possibility of: electronically 
generating a merged portion, said merged portion also being within said intention data 
structure, said generating a merged portion being according to said reference to said 
value in said at least one dispatch, said electronically generating comprising within a 
respective data processor merging at least a portion of said first user intention and at 



Application/Control Number: 10/069,234 Page 6 

Art Unit: 3684 

least a portion of said second user intention, said portions comprising the said at least 
one of said respective components to which said value refers , as included in claim 1; 
a central server connected to said plurality of computers over said network, the central 
server being a computer, the central server being configured for at least initially 
connecting at least said first user party module to at least said second user party 
module for performing said direct negotiations to reach said agreed value, said 
negotiating comprising generating within said system a common user intention 
according to said intention data structure by merging of said respective user party 
intentions , as included in claim 30; when said first intention matches said second 
intention, then electronically merging the respective first and second intentions to form a 
common user intention, and determining the relationship according to said common 
user intention, said common user intention also being in accordance with said intention 
data structure , as included in claim 38; said processor comprising a unifier, associated 
with said negotiation control program configured to unify said user intentions via said 
intention data structure of said memory, said unifier being implemented within said 
processor via said process of negotiation between users, said negotiation being via said 
user interface to form a merged user intention, said merged user intention also being 
within said data structure, said merged user intention unifying said respective first and 
second intentions, therefrom to define the relationship in accordance with said data 
structure , as included in claim 40; electronically normalizing each of said identified 
constraints respectively to render said identified constraints mutually comparable, so as 
to obtain normalized constraints at said electronic computers and electronically 
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combining said normalized and thus mutually comparable constraints to create said 
minimized goal for said level at said electronic computers thereby to provide a level 
within said hierarchy having a minimized goal and thus providing levelwise solution of 
said goal program, as included in claim 42. 

4. Claims (2-29), (31-37), 39 and 41 are allowed because they are dependent 
claims of the allowable independent claims 1, 30, 38 and 40 above, in that order. 



Conclusion 

5. Claims 1-42 are allowed. 

6. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to examiner Nga B. Nguyen whose telephone number is 
(571 ) 272-6796. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday from 
9:00AM-5:00PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Kambiz Abdi can be reached on (571) 272-6702. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the Group receptionist whose telephone number is 
(571)272-3600. 

7. Any response to this action should be mailed to: 

Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks 
P.O. Box 1450 
Alexandria VA, 22131-1450 
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Or faxed to: 

(571) 273-8300 (for formal communication intended for entry), 

or 

(571) 273-6796 (for informal or draft communication, please label 
"PROPOSED" or "DRAFT"). 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Nga B. Nguyen/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 3684 



March 10, 2010. 



